Respondent's safety director Lamb confirmed that he
accompanied Inspector Hill during his inspection of the belt,
and observed the same cited accumulations and bad rollers
that Mr, Hill observed. Mr. Lamb candidly conceded that
these conditions constituted violations.of section 75.400
and 75.1725, and he agreed that the rollers were "stuck
or bad," and that he was not surprised or confused by the
citations (Tr. 287-288; 291).

Mr. Craft conceded that even if I were to strike down
the portions of the citations attributable to Mr. Hill, the
remaining conditions described by Mr. Siria support the
violations (Tr. 244-245),  He also commented that "if George
(Siria) said it was there, it was there," and "I'm not
questioning George" (Tr. 244-245).

With regard to the belt rollers citation, Mr. Craft
pointed out that section 75.1725, requires an inspector to
immediately remove unsafe equipment from service.  He also
pointed out that Inspector Siria gave the respondent three
days to abate the cited conditions, and eventually terminated
the citation a week later.  Since the inspector did not
immediately shut down the belt, and permitted the conditions
to exist for about a week before terminating the citation,
Mr. Craft implied that a violation has not been established,
and that the inspector's "S&S" finding is not supportable.

The respondent's arguments in defense of the roller
citation are rejected.  The standard requires that stationary
machinery and equipment such as belts and its component parts
be maintained in safe operating condition.  While it is true
that the inspector did not order that the belt be taken out
of service, it apparently was not running when he viewed it,
and he saw none of the rollers turning in the coal accumulations
I take note of the fact that the citation was issued on a
Friday, and the inspector fixed the abatement time as 8:00 a.m./
the next Monday.  Assuming -the mine did not operate over the
weekend, I find nothing to suggest that the inspector acted
unreasonably, and the fact that he terminated the citation
a week later tells me absolutely nothing.  There is nothing  .
of record to establish precisely when the belt rollers were
replaced, and it is altogether possible that this work was
done on the day fixed for abatement.

Although it is true that the inspector simply described
the rollers as being "bad," and speculated that they were
either "worn" or "frozen," respondent's safety director
(Lamb) , conceded the violation, a,nd he confirmed that
Inspector Siria's supervisor (Hill}, pointed out the bad
roller conditions to him. Although Mr. Lamb did not knowstify
